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I offer to my colleagues the Save 
America Comprehensive Immigration 
Act of 2005. It is H.R. 2092. We call it 
the fix-it bill. There are many fine ef-
forts going through the United States 
Congress. But what I think immigrants 
need is a bill that fixes some of the 1996 
immigration reform effort. 

So we start off by focusing on family- 
based immigration by increasing the 
allocation of family-based visas. In 
speaking to a group of IndoAmericans, 
it was sad to hear the complaint about 
not being able to have loved ones come 
to the United States simply for a visit 
or simply to visit relatives in the 
United States that are ill or having 
some event. I have heard that from 
many, many immigrant communities 
around America, many of them docu-
mented with status, but yet they can-
not invite their relatives to visit. 

Another issue is protection against 
processing delays. Many offices have 
had to deal with constituents of Mem-
bers when they call the various centers 
that deal with immigration where they 
have lost paperwork or lost finger-
prints, stopping the good flow of immi-
gration. 

This bill includes acquisition of citi-
zenship for children born abroad and 
out of wedlock to a United States cit-
izen father. It allows aunts, uncles or 
grandparents to adopt orphaned or 
abandoned children of the deceased rel-
ative so it does not leave in limbo chil-
dren outside of the country who have a 
United States citizen father, or or-
phaned children here in the United 
States who do not have an immediate 
parent, a mother or father. 

It provides earned access to legaliza-
tion. We run away from the language of 
amnesty only because people give it 
just a bad name. But we give earned ac-
cess to people who are hardworking 
and providing income and taxes to the 
United States. We realize that intel-
ligence, meaning keeping the bad guys 
out, is important so we provide more 
resources for border security. And we 
understand the issues of OTMs, other 
than Mexicans, that are coming across 
the border, maybe some who may want 
to do us harm, and we want to build up 
security at the northern and southern 
border. 

Employment-based immigration. We 
want to deal with the unfair immigra-
tion-related employment practices, and 
we have in this particular legislation 
protection for American jobs. We have 
in this legislation training of Ameri-
cans and the ability for an employer to 
have to attest that they cannot find an 
American for this job before they can 
hire someone who is not a citizen of 
the United States of America. 

We address the question of removal 
waivers. We address the question of di-
versity visas. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, we ad-
dress the question of the violence 
against women who happen to be un-
documented. This is a comprehensive 
approach to the broken immigration 
system. I for one look forward to work-

ing with my colleagues and to give a 
hearing to all of the immigration bills 
that bring together the various 
thought processes of this Congress, Re-
publicans and Democrats alike. Until 
we open the door to listening to all of 
us who have these ideas, we are not 
going to move immigration reform 
along. 

I call on the chairmen and ranking 
members of our respective hearings to 
call for hearings in the House and the 
Senate on this important legislation 
and the legislation of my colleagues so 
we can finally answer the concerns of 
the American people. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE HON. JAKE 
PICKLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
Texas and our Nation has lost one of 
its most genuine and gracious public 
servants. Last Saturday morning, 
James Jarell Pickle, ‘‘Jake,’’ passed 
away on Saturday, with his wife by his 
side. For 31 years, Congressman Jake 
Pickle represented my hometown in 
this esteemed body as a Representative 
to the 10th Congressional District of 
Texas. And he did so with integrity, 
humility, honor, and a sense of humor 
that we should all attempt to mirror. 

As a current holder of Congressman 
Pickle’s seat, I work hard every day to 
provide the same kind of service to my 
constituents that Jake Pickle did to 
those he served. He was not just good 
at what he did, he was the best. 

His family talks about the proudest 
vote he ever cast was in 1964 when he 
voted for the Civil Rights Act. He was 
one of only six southern Representa-
tives to vote for that important piece 
of legislation. In the 1980s, he worked 
hours on end to protect Social Security 
and keep it solvent. He worked even 
harder in the 1990s to turn Austin into 
the high-tech society that it is today. 

It is because of Jake Pickle that Aus-
tin continues to see new high-tech 
businesses locate to Texas’s capital 
city. The University of Texas has also 
benefited greatly because of Jake Pick-
le. UT would not be churning out the 
latest in technology and new patents, 
as it now does every year, without the 
help that Congressman Pickle pro-
vided. It is also my honor to represent 
the research arm of the University of 
Texas which bears the name J.J. Pickle 
Research Campus. 

But even as good and as smart a poli-
tician as he was, he is known today not 
for his ability to influence legislation 
or to help bring new business to his dis-
trict, but rather for being a good and 
decent man. It is for this reason his 
nickname was Gentleman Jake. This 
gentleman served in the Navy during 
World War II, and worked his way 
through college by delivering milk to 
Austin homeowners. During his first 
congressional campaign and every time 

after when he was out in public, he was 
shaking the hands of those he served. 
He enjoyed hearing about their lives 
and telling stories about his. He lis-
tened to their problems and sometimes 
used his own money to fix whatever 
problems they were having. 

Representative Jake Pickle was a 
good man who will be terribly missed 
by all who knew him. 

So tonight as I stand in the well of 
this esteemed body, a place so loved 
and respected by Jake, I am comforted 
in the thought that the Lord above is 
thankful to have this great servant 
back home in heaven where I am sure 
he is telling stories and shaking the 
hands of everyone that he meets. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2985, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2006 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida from the Committee on Rules, 
submitted a privileged report (Rept. 
No. 109–144) on the resolution (H. Res. 
334) providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 2985) making appropriations 
for the legislative branch for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2006, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

DEFEAT CENTRAL AMERICAN 
FREE TRADE AGREEMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, we have coming before us 
pretty soon an issue called CAFTA, the 
Central America Free Trade Agree-
ment. I want to start my comments, 
Ross Perot, when he was a candidate 
for the Presidency on October 19, 1992 
at a Presidential debate said, ‘‘You im-
plement that the NAFTA, the Mexican 
trade agreement where they pay people 
a dollar an hour, have no health care, 
no retirement, no pollution controls, 
and you are going to hear a giant suck-
ing sound of jobs being pulled out of 
this country right at a time when we 
need the tax base to pay the debt.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Perot was exactly 
right. We know Ross Perot as a suc-
cessful businessman and a man who 
loves and cares about America. 

Let me tell Members what happened 
since December 1993 when NAFTA be-
came the law of the land. Before 
NAFTA, we ran a trade surplus with 
Mexico. Now the U.S. runs a $45 billion 
annual trade deficit with Mexico; from 
a trade surplus to a trade deficit. 

In addition, my home State of North 
Carolina since NAFTA became the law 
of the land has lost over 200,000 manu-
facturing jobs. The United States has 
lost over 2.5 million manufacturing 
jobs. 

Let me give some facts about illegal 
aliens coming from Mexico across the 
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border. Prior to NAFTA, the average 
was 2 million. Since NAFTA, it is bet-
ter than 7.5 million. CAFTA will con-
tinue these trends. Eighty-five percent 
of the language in CAFTA is identical 
to the language in NAFTA. 

Let me give another example of what 
has happened to American jobs. In 2002, 
the Congress, I did not support this leg-
islation, decided to give the President 
trade promotion authority, known as 
TPA. Since that time, America’s an-
nual trade deficit grew $195 billion to 
$617 billion. That is how much the 
trade deficit grew. 

Let me give an example of TPA and 
how it relates to North Carolina. Since 
TPA passed, North Carolina has lost 
over 52,000 manufacturing jobs. The 
United States has lost over 600,000 
manufacturing jobs. 

b 1815 

Mr. Speaker, on my left I have got 
two news articles, one from a couple of 
years ago in the Raleigh paper known 
as the News & Observer; it says, 
Pillowtex Goes Bust, erasing 6,450 jobs. 
These were five plants in North Caro-
lina that lost that many jobs, 6,450. 
Then I have got another article from a 
business in my county I share with the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD), the Wilson Daily Times, 
says VF Jeanswear Closes Plants, Last 
445 Jobs Gone By Next Summer. The 
jobs are going down to Honduras. 

Mr. Speaker, a couple of more points. 
CAFTA means more U.S. job losses. We 
know what NAFTA has done. We know 
what Trade Promotion Authority, 
TPA, has done. CAFTA provides every 
incentive to outsource jobs to Central 
America. Average wages in Nicaragua 
are 95 cents an hour; Guatemala, $1 an 
hour; El Salvador, $1.25 an hour. Plus, 
these countries have few labor and en-
vironmental standards and CAFTA 
does little to improve them. 

CAFTA will allow the Chinese to 
backdoor fabrics into Central America 
where it can be assembled and shipped 
into United States duty-free. The last 
thing we need is to help China. We have 
already outsourced 1.5 million jobs to 
China in the last 15 years. 

Mr. Speaker, as I begin to close, I 
want to show my fellow colleagues that 
might be watching in their offices, re-
cently this was dropped by my office, 
and it says candy decorated fruit 
snacks, real fruit. Then you turn it 
over and it says, ‘‘made in China.’’ If 
the candy we are eating now in Amer-
ica, many of it is made in China, then 
I wonder if one day at the rate we are 
going of losing these manufacturing 
jobs, that we might be buying our 
tanks for our military from China. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that does not 
happen. I hope the House will defeat 
CAFTA. It is not good for America, it 
is not good for the American worker, 
and I do not even believe it is good for 
the people who live in Central Amer-
ica. 

Mr. Speaker, with that I will close by 
asking God to please bless our men and 

women in uniform and their families 
and ask God to please continue to bless 
America. 

f 

THE BUDGET DEFICIT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MCCAUL of Texas). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 4, 2005, 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. SPRATT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, this is 
not the first nor will it be the last time 
that we take the floor of the House 
here in the well of the House to address 
a problem that is of great concern to 
all of us, and that is the budget deficit. 
This year past, it was $412 billion and 
while it appears to be improving, 
thankfully, a bit for the current fiscal 
year, it still will come in likely in the 
range of $350 billion, and that will 
make it the third-largest deficit in our 
Nation’s history, the third in a row 
where we have approached the pin-
nacle, the largest deficits we have run 
in our country’s history. 

We are not here to score political 
points. We are here to call attention to 
a problem that we think has grave con-
sequences. It may be that we do not 
feel or see the consequences right now, 
but we feel that a day of reckoning lies 
on or just over the horizon. I believe 
that, because sooner or later the fun-
damentals in any market begin to take 
hold. It happened to the dot coms; it 
could happen again to us with the 
budget deficit that we are running 
today and the trade deficit we are run-
ning also today. It could hammer the 
dollar. After all, the fundamental is, 
simply stated, like this. When you 
raise the demand for credit, which is 
what you do when the government runs 
a deficit of $312 billion, $412 billion, 
when you raise the demand for credit, 
eventually you raise the price of credit. 
In other words, you raise interest 
rates. What do interest rates do when 
they go up? They stifle growth in the 
economy, long-term growth and short- 
term growth. They could have dev-
astating consequences, for example, on 
the housing market, on the automobile 
market. That is a likely consequence 
of the policies we are running today. 

For the time being, we have not felt 
or seen the results, the consequences, 
and largely that is due to the fact that 
this country is running large current 
account deficits, which means we are 
pumping dollars into the world econ-
omy which come back here, are recy-
cled here by the purchase of our Treas-
ury bonds and Treasury notes. So for 
now, foreigners are lending us the 
money to bridge our budget, which is 
sparing us the effect of high interest 
rates. 

But at the same time, debt means de-
pendence, and over the course of years 
if we continue this practice, we will 
find ourselves having undercut our 
independence in foreign policy which is 
something none of us wants. Even when 

foreigners buy our debt and spare us 
the outlay for now, we still have to pay 
the interest. We still have debt service. 
The debt service in the total budget 
this past year was $165 billion, $170 bil-
lion, and it is going up inexorably be-
cause we have got more debt, and in-
terest rates are rising again. As those 
two factors converge, you are going to 
see the debt service, the interest we 
pay on the national debt, go up to $200 
billion, $225 billion, $250 billion within 
the foreseeable future. This is an obli-
gation that has to be paid. Indeed, 
there is no other item in the budget 
that is more obligatory. The United 
States of America has to pay its inter-
est on its national debt or otherwise 
our currency and our credit would col-
lapse. But once we pay the debt, once 
we pay the debt service, the effects are 
that priorities in the budget we could 
otherwise afford and fund and increase, 
such as medical research and scientific 
research and education for our children 
and Social Security and Medicare for 
the elderly become all the harder to 
fund because the interest has to be paid 
first. 

This deficit problem is all the more 
distressing because it did not have to 
be. Just a few short years ago in the 
year 2000, the last full fiscal year of the 
Clinton administration, this country 
was running a surplus of $236 billion. It 
is a fact. You can look it up. Every 
year the Clinton administration was in 
office due to two budget plans we 
adopted, one in 1993, another in 1997, 
the bottom line of the budget got bet-
ter and better and better. 

The President came to office and in-
herited a deficit of $290 billion. He sent 
us on February 17 a deficit reduction 
plan that barely passed the House, a 
one-vote margin, barely passed the 
Senate, the Vice President’s tie-break-
ing vote. 

But look what happened, as this 
chart here shows. The deficit every 
year came down and down and down to 
the point where in the year 2000, we 
had a surplus, without including Social 
Security, a unified surplus of $236 bil-
lion. Unprecedented. This was the sur-
plus that President Bush inherited 
when he came to office in the year 2001. 
And that is why I say this did not have 
to be. We did not just fall out of the 
sky with these enormous deficits. We 
did it because of policies that were 
adopted and passed in this House. Not 
by all of us. Most of us on our side of 
the aisle voted against them. Foresee-
ing this problem and knowing how dif-
ficult it had been to move the budget 
finally back into the black again for 
the first time in 30, 40 years, we did not 
want to see us backslide into deficit, 
but that is exactly what happened. 

What we have seen now is that we 
have gone from a surplus, projected, of 
$5.6 trillion between 2002 and 2011. That 
was the 10-year projection that Mr. 
Bush’s own economists made at the Of-
fice of Management and Budget when 
he took office, $5.6 trillion. We have 
gone from a projected surplus of $5.6 
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